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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell. 

As a consumer of broadcast television. electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer If switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPPA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition. I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative. or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting. what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture IS hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and Computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television. I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely 

Harold McKinstry 
12483 W Townline Rd 
Saint Charles, MI 48655 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Chmrman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washngton, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television. electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote agamst the adophon of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital televlsion transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean &scarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and f indng room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transibon 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, 1 can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and sphce it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadeast flag seems designed to remove tlus control and flexlbility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital televlsion does not make the public's viewng experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
excihng, what compelling reason d o  I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dspense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Mike Mckinlay 
813 Beverly Dr. 
Vlsta, CA92084 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
dlgrtal television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new hlgh-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record lV to watch later; clip a small piece of lV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture IS hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Steve Rovida 
235 Garth Rd 
Scarsdale, NY 10583 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell. 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics. and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy speclabpurpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition. I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie. send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative. or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enJoyable. flexible, and 
exciting. what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment7 A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and Computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Gordon Gross 
1541 Eighth Street 
Alameda. CA 94501 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th  Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the  Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vo te  against t he  adoption o f  a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned tha t  a broadcast f lag regulation would restrict t he  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transit ion relies on convincing consumers o f  t h e  benefits o f  switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment. That transit ion will be far more  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high- 
resolution displays, and finding room for ye t  another device in m y  living room. Please do  no t  
allow t h e  MPAAand i ts allies t o  hinder the  transit ion by making us buy  special-purpose DTV 
devices tha t  a re  more  expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the  fair-use implications o f  t h e  broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be  more  than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, 
and participate. I can record n/ to  watch later; clip a small  piece of TV and splice it into a 
h o m e  movie; send a n  emai l  clip o f  m y  child's football g a m e  t o  a distant relative; o r  record a 
TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems 
designed t o  remove this control and flexibil i ty tha t  I enloy. 

I f  t h e  m o v e  to  digital television does not make t h e  public's viewing experience more  
enloyable, flexible, and exciting, what  compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy  new 
digital equipment? A prett ier TV picture is hard lyenough reason for m e  t o  dispense w i th  al l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of 
broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote t h e  digital transit ion by opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Guy Laurora 
P.O. Box 193 Ferndale, N.Y. 
Ferndale, NY 12734 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear C h r m a n  Powell, 

AS a consumer of broadcast television, electroncs, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adophon of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restnct the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switchng doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living rmm. Please do not allow the 
h4PAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, 1 am very concerned about the far-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipent of content - 1 can modfy, create, and 
parhcipate. I can record TV to watch later. clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play rt at my fried's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to dig~tal television does not make the public's viewing expenence more enjoyable, 
flemble, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digtal 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast televisioQ I 
urge you to promote the dgital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

AliciaBravo 
1132 E Citrus Ave 
Redlands, CA 92374 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washngton, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communicahons Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The dgital television transltlon relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if swtchng doesn't mean discarding my exlstmg home network buying new high-resolution 
displays, and findmg room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addihon, I am veryconcernedabout the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipent of content - I can mod&, create, and 
participate I can record TV to watch later, clip a small pece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie, send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my fnend's apartment The broadcast flag Seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to di@tal television does not make the public's viewng experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Matthew R Rose 
6748 Gmldford 
Utica, MI 48316 



Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of  a '"broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l be far more palatable to  me as a consumer i f  switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition, I am very concerned about the falr-use impllcations of the broadcast flag. Wlth today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient o f  content .- i can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip 
of my child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Kewn W Harder 
101 Meadow Court 
Glen Mills. PA 19342 
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0ct.ober 17. 2003  

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 1 5  12th Street. 1IW 
Washington D t 20554 

Dear Michael Powell 

I am wrlting t o  voice my opposition t.o any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flaq'' technolosv for disital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that &h a poiicy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DT'J 

A robust competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will resilt. in products 
that. don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want.. and It could 
result in ne being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the F K  issues a broadcast. flag mandate I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable recelvers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enloy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modrfy, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and spllce it into a home movie; send an emall clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a N program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that Ienjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier lV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Francis Hoang 
1336 Lakeview Blvd E #l 
Seattle, WA 98102 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television tramition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wi l l  be far more palatable to  me as a consumer i f  swtching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. Wlth today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -. I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home mom;  send an email clip 
of my childs football game to  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play It at my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and f lenbi l i ty that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment! A prettier TY 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with a l l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast televislon, I urge you to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Guy C. Moats 
101 E. Mullan Rd. 
Superior, MT 59872 



Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding rcnm 
for yet another device i n  my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to  hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient o f  content -. I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record T V  to  watch later; clip a small piece of T V  and splice it into a home movie: send an email clip 
of my child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digltal television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me t o  dispense with all my current consumer electronicr and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Adam Paulsen 
1955 Hayes Ln. 
San Martin, CA 95046 
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October 17, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K PWII 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng tc vdce my opposnlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for algltal televlslon A9 a 
consumer and cRlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng mwle studlos to vetc features of DTV.recepWon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsh 
what new products they can create This wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumera lllte me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money ?or Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Is9ue9 a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less I l k l y  to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other 6qulpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely. 

Mlchael Baxter 
21 Davton Sf 
Apt 3 
Worcester, MA 01609 
USA 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of  a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of  the benefits of switching to and buyng 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l be far more palatable to  me as a consumer i f  switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and Less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. Wlth today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice i t  into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of my childs football game to  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and f lenbi l i ty that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's wewing experience more enjoyable, flexible. 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Jack Beckman 
3031 Groves Drive 
Sterling Heights, MI 48310 



Tuesday, October 2 1  2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th  Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer o f  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the  Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned tha t  a broadcast flag regulation would restrict t he  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transit ion relies on convincing consumers o f  t he  benefits o f  switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer i f  switching doesn't mean discarding m y  existing h o m e  network, buying new high- 
resolut ion displays, and finding room for yet  another device in m y  living room.  Pleasedo not 
allow the MPAA and its allies t o  hinder t h e  transition b y  making us buy  special-purpose DTV 
devices that are more  expensive and lessvaluable. 

In  addition, I a m  very concerned about t h e  fa r -use  implications o f  t he  broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be more  than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, 
and participate. I can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small  piece of lV and splice it into a 
home movie; send an email  clip of my chlld's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a 
lV program onto a DVD and play it at m y  friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems 
designed t o  remove this control and flexibility tha t  I enjoy. 

If t he  move  t o  digital television does not make t h e  public 'sviewing experience more  
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what  compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new 
digital equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for m e  t o  dispense with al l  my 
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of 
broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the  digital transition by opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Chris Partridge 
11722 S.28th St .  
Bellevue, NE 68123 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell. 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics. and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relles on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network. buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose D N  devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition. I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of N and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative. or record a N program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting. what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and Computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transrtion by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Gene Hinterschied Jr 
232 N Terrace Ave 
Columbus, OH 43204 
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October 17,2003 

(IhaLmm Michel  K Powell 
F e d 4  Commmicatione Cmnmsfion 
445 12th Sheet. FiW 
Wnihington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I m unhg to voice my oppodtion to my FCC-mandated adoption of " tmadcut  fig" technohg5' for digitd televiiion AI a c o m e r  
and citirrn. I feel Wndy that iuch a Q O L C ~  would be bad for hovat ion.  c o m u  ri&t,. m d  the ultimate adaption of DTV 

A mbufi. competitive muket for consumer electronici m u t  be rooted in mmufecnum' abhty to movete  for h cultomen Allowing 
movie s t d o s  to veto f e a t m i  of DlV-ncepbn equipment will enable the ltudios to tell techndoogirt, what new product, they CUI 

crente %will reiult in product, thnt don't n e c e w d y  reflect what conaumm like me a c t d y  want. and it could result in me b e i q  
chaged mare money far infmiar hinctionality 

If the FCC imues n brondcut t hg  mandate. I would PaUaUy be leas likely to make m mveohent in DTJ-cnpnble rechvm and other 
equipment I a d  not pny more fca devices that limit my rights nt the b e b s t  of Hollywood Pleme do not mandate brondcnst tlpB 
technolo~y for digital televudon Thml you for y o u  time 

Smerely, 

Brian F o s b  
5 6  E Main St 09 
Memmac. MA 01860 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell 

I am wrnlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCGmandated adoptlon of "brOadCast rlag" technology for dlgltal telcvlslon ps a 
consumer and cltlzen. I feel slrongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovetlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon ot DTV 

A robust competltlve market lor consumer electronlcs mud be rooted In manulacturers' ablllty to Innoate for thelr 
customers Allowlng mwle dudlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equipment wlII enable the ftudlos to tell technologlsls 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In producb that don't necersarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want. and It could result In me belng charged more money Tor InTerlorlunctlonnlty 

If the FCC Issues a broodcart (lag mandate, I wuuld actually be less llkely 19 make an Investment In ON-capable recelwrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your time 

Slncerely. 

Peter Wlllls 
2898 Center Court Drbe 
Weoton, FL 33332 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K ~ o w d  
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng tc volce my oppostlon 10 any FCGrnandakd adoptlon of "broadcastrlag" technology for dlgltal blevlslon As a 
consumer and citzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy WOUld be bad for Innmtlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust competnlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty lo lnnmte for thelr 
customers Allowlng mwle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlII enable the studlos to tell technologlsb 
what new product9 they can create Thls WIII result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilk me 
actually want, and n could result In me belng charged more money ror Inferior functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I w u l d  actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable reCelVetS 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest 01 Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely. 

Joshua Dunham 
30 North End Rd 
Georgetown, ME 04548 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Chalrman MlChaei K Powd 
Federal Communleatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast nag" technology for dlgltal blevlslon AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innomtlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN 

A robust, competttlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturero' ablllty to Innovate lor thelr 
customers Ailowlng movle studloo to veto teatures of DN-reception equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls WIII reault In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumer$ Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money tor Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your time 

Slncerely. 

Joseph Floyd 
41 10 FaItax Street 
Faldax, VA 22030 
USA 
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Octobn 18.2003 

Cnninnm Michiel K Powell 
Federal Communtca+iom CmmhaiPn 
445 1 Z t h  *eet, hW 
Waihington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Powell. 

I nm wrisng to voice my oppodticm to m y  FCC-mandnted down of "brondcarr tlag" techndogy for di&itnl televidcm A( a C M N ~ W  

md citizen. I feel sacmgly hat much a policy would be bnd for innovnh. C D ~ ~ W I I R  righta, and the ultimate ndDphon of DTV 

A robut. compehnve muket for con9mer elecuonici m u t  be rooted y1 mmukcnuen'  awry to m v a t e  for their cuatma Uorving 
movie M d i o i  to veto feahmn of DTV-recepbdn rquipmmt unll enable the afudioa to tell te&do@a what new prndlrcb they CUI 
create Thh will result in product, that don't n e c e m n y  reflect what conmumen like me &ctdaLy want, and it could reiulf in me bdne 
chagrd more money for inferior functionslty 

If the FCC issuei n broadcast Ilng mmdate, I would actudy be lesi likely to m&e M i n v e h m t  in DTV-cipnble receiver8 md other 
equipment I uill not pay more for device9 hat h i t  my righb nt the beheat of H d p o o d  Pleare do not msndate broadcast ftag 
trchnology for d@ television Thad you fm your time 

smcerely, 

Blien Ha& 
145IAVnlleyViewDr 
Coralville. I.% 52241 
USA 
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October 19, 2003 

Charman Michael K P o u d  
Federd Communicahons Commission 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washngton, D.C. 20554 

Deu  Michid Po\vell, 

I am wnhng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adopaon of "broadcart flq" technoloa for &ptd 
television. As a consumer and cihzen, I feel strongiy that such a policy would be bad for innovihon, consumer 
n&ts, and the ulhmate adopaon of DTV. 

A robust, compehbve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufichlrers' abLty to innovate for 
their customets. Alloumg movle stud~os to veto features of DTV-recephon eqmpment mll enable the srud~or to 
tell technolog~sts what new product3 they can create. This ad1 result m products that don't necessinly reflect 
what conuners Lke me actudlyurmt, and it could result in me being charged more money for infenor 
funcnonllty. 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcant flag mandate, I would acrudly be lesn hkely to make an invesment in MV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. 1~1.111 not pay more for dmces that Lmt my nghts at the behest of Hollyrr.ood. 
Please do not mvldate broadcant flag technology for &g~d television. Thank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

h a n d  Thakur 
18665 Ndway Rd 
Apt. 1413 
Dallas, TX 75287 
USA 



October 19. 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federnl Communlcntlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to VOlCe my Opposltlon to any FCCmindated adoptlon 01 "bfoadcest tlag" technology for dlgltal televlslon eJ a 
consumer and CltlIet? I tee1 9trOngly that such a pollcy would be bad tor Innovation. consumer rlghb, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon ot D N  

A robust, cornpethe market (Or consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manu(Pcturer9' ablllty to Innovate tor their 
customers Allowlng mwle studlos to veto features ot ON-reception equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new product9 they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necersarlly retlen what consumers Ilke me 
actually want. end n could result In me belng charged more money tor Interior tunctlonallty 

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DlV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest ot Hollywood Please do not mandate 
bmadcasttlag technology tor dlgltal televlslon Thank you tor your tlme 

Slncerely 

Bryan Hanks 
6504 E Bendlng Oaks In 
Pearland, TX 77584 
USA 
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October 19, 2003 

Chuman Michael K Powell 
Federd Commmcahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am urnhng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mmdated adophon of "broadcast flag" technology for &@"I 
television. As a consumer and uhzen, I feel strongly that such a pohcywould be bad for mnovabon, consumer 
nghtr, and the ulhmate adOphOn of DTV. 

A robust, compebhve mvket for consumer  electronic^ must be rooted m manufacturers' a U t y  to mnovate for 
that  customers. Allouang movie studJos to veto features of DTV-cecephon equipment wll enable the smd~os to 
tell technologoto what new products they can create. ' n u 5  uall result in products thnt don't neces~mly reflect 
what consumers hke me actudyurlnf and it could result m me bemg charged more money for infenor 
funchondty 

If the FCC issues a broadclot flag mandate, I would actually be less hkely to make an mveshnent in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I mll not pay more for dmces that hmit my nghtr at the behest of Hollpfood. 
Pleise do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &@I telension. Thank you for your hme. 

Smerel y, 

David Boulton 
2203 Hasmgs Dr #l  
Belmont, CA 94002 
USA 



October 21, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlssion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

1 am wrltlng to volce my oppooklon to m y  FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televl9lOn AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy m u l d  be bad for lnnovutlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' sblllty to lnnovute for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto teatures of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studloo to tell technologlots 
what new product9 they can create Thls WIII result In products that don't necesaarlly reflect what consumen llke me 
nctually went. and It could result In me belng chnrged more money for lnferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less l l k l y  to make an Investment In DTV-capable reCelVerS 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltnl television Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely. 

Mlchael Melser 
843 W Washlngton, Apt 38 
Oak Park, IL 60302 
USA 


